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	Should SBC Missouri  be required to provide  MLT Testing of UNEs no longer required by applicable federal law?


	
	
	11.3 MLT Testing
SBC MISSOURI agrees to provide access to MLT testing to allow CLEC to test its end user lines for which SBC MISSOURI has combined UNEs, and for end user lines that CLEC has combined UNEs obtained from SBC MISSOURI, as follows:

11.3.1
MLT testing functionality is available through SBC MISSOURI's Toolbar Trouble Administration to allow CLEC to test its end user lines for which SBC MISSOURI combines POTS-like UNEs (analog line side port and 2-wire 8db analog loop) purchased by CLEC from SBC MISSOURI.

11.3.2
MLT testing functionality is available through its Toolbar Trouble Administration to allow CLEC to test its end user lines for POTS-like UNEs (analog line side port and 2-wire 8db analog loop) combined by CLEC and purchased from SBC MISSOURI.
	Navigator redlined negotiated this attachment with only the “Lawful” issue resulting.  SBC subsequently revised the attachment removing the MLT Testing and Navigator believes that MLT testing should still be a part of this agreement.
	None.
	MLT Testing is no longer applicable due to the declassification of ULS/switch ports.  SBC MISSOURI has proposed contract language to smoothly handle the application of the FCC’s TRRO Transition periods for embedded base elements such as Mass Market ULS and UNE-P and DS1/DS3/Dark Fiber Loops and Transport.   SBC MISSOURI Embedded Base Temporary Rider is designed to lie “on top of” the Parties’ new interconnection agreement, but “points back to” the Parties’ prior agreement for the terms and conditions to cover these now-Declassified elements.  It makes no sense to spend party and Commission resources haggling over specific terms and conditions to govern elements that are supposed to be gone in 12 – 18 months, according to the FCC.

In light of the TRO and TRRO decisions, local circuit switching is no longer required to be provided  beyond embedded base mass market  ULS/UNE-P until 3/11/06.  CLEC may certainly acquire these capabilities by other means outside of the 251 unbundling requirements, and in fact, SBC MISSOURI is willing to discuss further with CLEC outside of the 251/252 context.  In light of the Court’s vacatur of  the mass market UNE switching obligation, Navigators’s example using switch port combinations should be rejected, including the implication that the CLECs can obtain any new ULS/UNE-P, whether via a new order, and conversion request. Any and all SBC obligations to provide ULS/UNE-P must be limited to embedded base ULS/UNE-P.

For the same reason, Navigator’s 6.2 should be rejected.  Even under pre-USTA II and TRRO, tandem switching was no longer required to be offered separately from local circuit switching, but was instead included within that UNE which was only available to serve end users.

As to 6.2, in light of the TRRO transition for embedded base mass market ULS/UNE-P, there is no need for Navigator’s language regarding SS7 signaling inasmuch as unbundling signaling was only available in conjunction with use of UNE switching.  SBC MISSOURI’s position should be adopted. 

Navigator’s 6.9.1.3 and 15.5.3 are unnecessary, as each involves “enterprise market” switching, which is no longer required to be unbundled.   

As to embedded base Mass Market switching (including used to provide coin service), there is no need for Navigator’s language regarding unbundled shared transport , and the Commission should instead use SBC’s rider approach to preserve the CLECs’ earlier shared transport terms.

For the foregoing reasons, SBC MISSOURI’s proposed TRRO Rider  should be adopted.   


	
	
	
	
	
	
	


� SBC has proposed the use of the term "Lawful UNE" in this appendix and in other parts of the agreement. The parties have agreed to raise this issue in the UNE DPL, rather than in every appendix. Accordingly, this issue is set forth in UNE Issue 1. The parties have agreed to conform the entire agreement as appropriate based on the Commission's order relative to UNE Issue 1.








Key:  
Underline language represents language proposed by Navigator and opposed by SBC MISSOURI. 
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Bold represents language proposed by SBC MISSOURI and opposed by Navigator. 
03-31-05

